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This list, as compared with .the preceding one, presents both deficiencies and an
instance of redundance. With regard to the former, it is easily intelligible that where
the Tbarus have adopted the language of their Aryan neighbours, there was nothing to
induce the local authorities to show them as speaking a separate language. This
accounts for the absence from the second list of the names of the Districts of Bogra,
Barreling, Jalpaiguri, Darbhanga, Muzaffarpur, and Saran in Bengal As to the
United Provinces, subsequent inquiries have shown that this is certainly the
case in the District of Pilibhit and in the Naini Tal Tarai. It also appears that the
Tharus of Kheri speak the ordinary Awadhi of that district, although they were
originally returned as speaking a separate language. In Bahraich, on the contrary,
they speak a corrupted form of the Bhojpurl spoken to the east. No c Thara Language *
was returned from Gorakhpur, but, here, there is no doubt that the 3,072 Tharus of
that district, speak a corrupt form of the Bhojpuii locally spoken, and differing-
considerably from it, though closely resembling the Thara Bhojpurl of Champaran. I
have no doubt that the same is the case with the 208 Tharus of Basti, whose number was
evidently too insignificant for the local authorities to return as speaking a separate
dialect; for the members of the tribe who inhabit Gonda, the district immediately to the
west of Basti, do speak a corrupt Bhojpuri. Returning to the Lower Provinces, the
language of the largo number of Tharus who inhabit the north of Champaran is a
corrupt form of the local Bhojpuri. As to Purnea, the local authorities have reported
that the * Tharu Language' is spoken by 3,300 people in that district, although,
according to the Census, it does not contain a single member of the tribe. Here the
Census is probably wrong, and the local authorities are probably right. Unfortunately,
the Purnea Tharus are a particularly wild section of their tribe, and every effort which
has been made to obtain specimens of their language has proved unavailing. So far
as I can ascertain it is there a corrupt form of the local Eastern Maithili, and as such
it has been dealt with on pp. 86 and ff.
In other districts the presence of Tharus is more or less of an accident. The
Districts of Darbhanga and Muzaffarpur do not, as is the case with Champaran and its
districts to the west, run up into the Nepal Tarai, and the few Tbarfls found there at
the time of the Census have become absorbed, so far as language goes, into the rest
of the population. When I served in the formes district, more than twenty years ago, I
met several of these men, and though they had traditions and customs of their own,
their language was even then the Maithili of the lower orders of the country. So also,
in Jalpaiguri, their language is the Bengali of the Aryan population oHhe district.
We may tabulate these results, so far as they concern the British districts adjoin-
ing the Himalayan Tarai as follows, dividing the language spoken by Tharus into three
groups, according as it is the same as that of the surrounding population, or is a
corrupted form of it. In the latter case, we must, for the sake of accuracy in statistics,
and to avoid quoting the same men twice over, show separately when the corrupted form
of the local language has been separately reported by the local officials or not.